U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
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Modified Form Letters 2

Form Letter Comments

2-DC

From: carleg@qnet com

Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2006 4:25 PM
Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Comments on S0IP EIRIS

/| D1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

2-CK

carriefhmiode. com

Thursday, January 19, 2006 825 PM
Marshall, Faul

Camments on SDIP EIRSS

CK-
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

From: jefschulz@hatrail corm
Sent: Friday, January 20, 2006 505 AM
To: Marshall, Paul
Subject: Comments on S0IP EIRIS
Mr. Paul Marshall
California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - 2Znd Floor
Sacramento, Ch 95814
Dear Mr. Marshall,
It boggles the mind to ase the short-szighted plans acme people come up with to further J8.1
erode California's ecosystems.
Flease drop plans for additional pumping from the California Bay-Delta as currently
proposed in the South Delta "Improvements™ Program (SDIF), especially while the Delta is
experlencing an historic ecosystem collapse.
Most urgently, I requeat that you withdraw the highly flawed Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Statement for SDIF. If the project claime to improve water quality and fish
survival you musgt examine an alternative to the project that accomplishes these goals by
significantly reducing Delta pumping from current levels.
We have more rellable, more cost-effective and more environmentally friendly ways to
provide abundant water for California's future. Theae cptions include water use efficiency
and water recycling and are outlined in the Department of Water Reascurces' draft
"California Water Plan Update™ and Water for California's "Investment Strategy for
California Water™ (prepared by the Flanning and Conservation League).
Together we must make sensible and sustainable water polley decisionsz that conserve the
Delta and our rivers, to keep our state beauwtlful, vibrant and strong. The survival of the
Delta depends upon your agency's actlons. Please support the recovery of the Delta and =ay
HO to increased pumping.
Alzo, please include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Schultz M.T.S.
PO, Box 151
Gualala, California 95445
1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

2-RZ

From: rasa, mozambrana@boeing com
Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2008 1:51 PM
To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Comments on S0IP EIRIS

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,
I am writing to urge you to drop plans for additional pumping from the California Bay=-
Delta as currently proposed in the Sguth Delta "Improvements®™ Frogram (SDIF), especially

while the Delta iz experiencing an historic ecosystem collapse.

Most urgently, I reguest that you wi

h

thdraw the highly flawed Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Statement for SDIF. If the project clalme to improve water quallity and fish
survival you must examine an alternative to the project that accomplishes these goals by
gignificantly reducing Delta pumping from current lewvels.

We have more reliable, more cost-effective and more environmentally friendly ways to
provide abundant water for California's future. These cptions include water use efficiency
and water recycling and are outlined in the Dep wnt of Water Rescurces' draft
"California Water Plan Update™ and Water for Californlia's "Investment Strategy for
Callfornia Water™ (prepared by the Planning and Conservation League).

Together we must make aensible and sustainable water policy decisions that conserve the
Delta and our rivers, to keep our state beautiful, wibrant and strong. The survival of the
Delta dep s Upon your agency's actions. Please support the recovery of the Delta and say
HO to lncreased pumpling.

Al=o, please include me on your malling list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

Looking forward to be at the next meeting, since my wish for 2006 is to bhecome a better
informed membear of our Comml sues that affect our comeunity's | REZ-1
future.

ity and be more active on is

Sincercely;

Rosza Zambrano
5604 Mizsion Way
Commerce, California 90040

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-66
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Responses to Comments
2-DC-1, 2-CK-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

2-JS-1

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.

2-Rz-1

DWR and Reclamation appreciate all public input throughout the decision-
making process.
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Modified Form Letters 3

From: noemilevine@epeakeasy. net
Sent: Friday, January 20, 2008 751 PM
Tao: Marshall, Paul
Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary
Ta fhendeciine are ddentis NLA
1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-DM

From: Tahoecartman2ghotrmail com

Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2006 5:32 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

From: lizbetrmi28(@aal com

Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2006 415 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-S0O

From: osuzif@hotmail.com

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2006 514 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

Thank you for solici

roject (SDIF) DEIR/S.

to the South Delta Improvement

d damage to

e SDIF DEIRSS sh

¥
wally improves Delta water quality and habltat

current levels,

include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities

thisz project.

(your name and addresa here)

" ar WY E
lzauea damamge
no gense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
when Delta fish populations are crash Fleasze withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until
of the Delta fish decline are identi and fully resclved.

California does not to meet its current and future
needa. The State's o ed investmenta in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

1ld consider an alternative that significantly red

» and

Water
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-PR1

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lje-c:t:

skazzFaaW@netscape. net
Friday, January 20, 2006 925 PM

Marshall, Paul

Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

ta. PR1-1

South Delta Improvements Program
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-BW1

Fram: bettine@wallinstudios com

Sent: Monday, January 23, 2006 2.58 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

Déar Mr. Marshall:

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
roject (SDIF) DEIR/S.

that will diw e fresh water from
ng. Fleasze withdraw the SDIF DEIR/SS until
ed and fully resclved.

r o move forward with a proji
lta when Delta fish populations are cras
the cauases of the Delta fish decline are identif

California does not need to increase Delta diversions meet its current and future water
naeds The State’s own Water Plan pro that incr nvestments in urban and
agrlcultural water use efficlency and reclamatlion can meet our needs well into the future.

Tas

We should be initiating water conaervation education and even rationing of water for non
easential uses long before we endanger more natural life and scenic wonders. The peocple BW-1
mostly cooperated with rationing during the past drought. Business and agriculture are
allowed to have aper water and that pricing could be reconsidered to promote more

fficient consump

effi .
At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS should conslder an alternative that ai
Delta pumping from current levels, actually improves Delta water qual
protecta fish.

lesgse include me on Your mal ling Li O be notil

concerning thiz project.

Sincerely

¥

[your name and @

iyon Road
¥

Santa Barbara, CA 93108
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-MW

From:
Sent:
To

Su:l:lje-c:t:

rrrowhiti@charter net
Saturday, January 21, 2008 831 AM
Marshall, Paul

Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

| .

| w2

South Delta Improvements Program
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-BW2

From: winholtz@kchx. et

Sent: Sunday, January 22, 2006 12:01 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-TH

From: tornhazelleal@yahoo com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 11:27 AM

Ta: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

| TH-1

| TH-2
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-BF

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:hject:

babrfrnbdyn@@netscape. net
Monday, January 23, 2006 2:38 AM
Marshall, Paul

Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

South Delta Improvements Program
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Environmental Impact Report

8-77

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-LEF

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lject:

lefirrey Eeax. nat

Friday, Jarnuary 20, 2006 10:20 PM

Marshall, Paul

Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

LEF-1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-LD

From: LAnnDLanimalz@charter. net

Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2006 1:26 PM

To: Marshall, Faul

Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

South Delta Improvements Program
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-TA1
From: thomasaldridgesdst 12 @yahoo.com
Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2006 12:22 PM
To: Marshall, Paul
Subject: Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary
Dear Mr. Marshall:

I am aending this letter to you because it makes no sense to me to increase the diversion
of water from the delta and thereby give the kisa of death to many of the speciea of fish |qp4q.
which are already on the brink of extinctionl!lOver the years the Corps of Engineers have 1
had many water diversion projects which have turned into absolute catastrophes!!l|iThis is
not the time to destroy the fish in our delta but it is the time toe save those species and

re the delta from any more ill designed business as usual diversions of water all in the
cause of progresslllIt la amazing that any fish at all can survive in the delta after all
the harm that has been caused and designed by man all in the name of progress.Thank you
for soliciting public comments in response to the South Delta Improvement Froject (SDIF)
DEIR/S.
It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the Delta when Delta fish populatlions are crashing. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until
the causes of the Delta fish decline are identified and fully resclwved.
California does not need to increase Delta diversions to meet its current and future water
nesds. The State's own Water FPlan proves that increased investments in urban and
agrlcultural water use efficlency and reclamatlion can meet our needs well into the future.
At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
Delta pumping from current levels, actually improves Delta water quality and habitat, and
perotects fish.
Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declaions or activities
concerning this project.
Sincerely,
[your name and address here)
thomas aldridge
2% 8 13 st
gan jose, CA 95112

1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-JB

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lje-c:t:

mibalcom@prodigy . et

Saturday, January 21, 2008 4:356 FM
Marshall, Paul

Please Protect California’s Bay-Delta Estuary

South Delta Improvements Program

Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-81
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-PJ2

From: apjarvisgcomecast met
Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 9.36 PM
To: Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. Paul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, Ch 95814

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Much of the Bay area geta water for drinking from the Delta. With leass fresh water ataying|PJ2-1
in the Delta, the poorer the drinking water will be here. Besides the acuthern part of
California does not conserve water that it getsa from other sourcesa such as the Ceolorado
River. We are the next to feel their pain, rather than the Scuthl

PJ2-2

VRO

Thank yo
Froject

for soliciting public comments i
{SDIF) DEIR/SS.

responge to the South Delta Improvemsant

It makea no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are craghing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please wit SDIF DEIRFS unt the causes of fish

the delta f
decline == including warer diverszions == are investligated and fully resoclved.

L) e

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

shoul

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS d conslder an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

Flease include me on your mailing list
concerning this project.

to be notified of any decisions or activities

1135 Blandford Blwvd.

Redwood City, California 94062

Form Letter Comments
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-JW

From: jrwolfe! T @earthlink net

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2006 649 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public cos
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

mentsd in response to the South Delta Improvemsnt

ct that will divert more fresh water from
ing. While scientists suspect several

It makes no sense to move forward with a proj
the delta when delta fish populations are cras
factors are responsible for the crash, most e that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS untll the causes of the delta fish
decline == including water diversions ==- are inveatigated and fully reaclwved. How much
more "punishment™ can the Delta take & why¥¥%? It has given "much to the residenta™ along

the banks for decades. Mon-reszidents are demanding scmething they have no knowledgement or]JWe1

appreciation for. California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet ita

current and future water needs. T state's own water plan proves that increased

investments in urban and agricultural water use efficlency and reclamation can meet our

needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces

delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and

perotects fish.

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declslons or activitclies

concerning thisz project.

Sincerely,

Judlith Wolfe

1083 Hwy 1 M., ®§ 31

Crescent City, California %5531-8385%

1
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-DW

From: dwhittaker@shastalink k12 ca us

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2006 9.44 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public comm
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

in response to the South Delta Improvement

I am a native California and have lived in the Delta. I agonize over the loss of both th
land in the richest single chunk of dirt on sarth and the water in the Delta. At some
point, hopefully bhefore we destroy the survivability of California’s natural beauty and
rlches, profitmaking will be blanced with preservaticon. It has been a long time since I
felt safe eating fish from the Delta due to pollution exacerbated by deminished flow to
cleanse the water. Too often we wait for catastrophe before we do what is proper.

DWw-1

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While sclentists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the causes of the delta fish
decline == including water diversions ==- are inveatigated and fully reaoclwved.

California does not need to increase
nesds. The state’™s own water pla

to meet its current and future water
i investment in urban and

ré
ageleultural water use efficlency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS should conslder an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning thiz project.

Sincercely;

niel Whittaker
Bax 175
Millville, Californla 96062

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-DLS

aboedana@yahoo. com

Tuesday, January 24, 2006 5.45 PM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Department
1416 9th Street - Znd

1

Sacramento, CR 1

ater Resgurces

of
E r

W
"loo
958
Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

t that

It makes no sen

the

R/S untcil

R
=

most significa Please withdraw
decline == including water diversiona
delta diveraions

not need te increase

& no
ta's
1 J

adg Ly ugse efficiency and reclamation can meet our

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should conslder an

hold?
ing list to be notified of any decisions

Scewart and mcKinley Families

protecta fish. How about being sure the levees w
include us on your mail
=t. The

Stewart
Farrell Deive

Palm Springs, California 92

el

South

will divert more fresh water

& scientist

the delta sh populat ing. i sCie
factors are responsible for the crash, ea that water divers

the causes of
== are irn'F—L"SI'.:_"J.’I'.E'C. and fully resoclwved.

to meet its
own water plan proves that increased investment

neads well into

Fememlyer

Delta Inprovemsant

from

g2 are one of the

the delta fish

current and future water
urban and

the futupe.
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form

Letter Comments

3-PS

1

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Departmer
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA

Mr. Marshall;

{SDIF)

most slgnificant.
decline == including

no

At the minimum,

delta pu

protecta fish.

clude
ening thisz proje

me on

"RESE

DEL

Thank you for solicit

Project

are responsibl

Fleaae

patcat 7 @earthlink ret
Tuesday, January 24, 2006 551 PM

Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Water Resources

"loor

ing public commenta in response to

DEIR/S.

for the crash,
withdraw

water diversiona

the L un 1

t need to increase delta diversions
own water plan proves that increased
ugse efficiency and reclamation can meet

the SDIF DEIR/S should conslder an alternative that significantly
rping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habit

o bé

ar mailing Lli hil=1 of

FLEASE SEE THAT IT

to meat its

the South Delta Inprovemsant

f

fish

the causes ¢ the delta

are iL?ESLi;ﬂZE& and fully resoclwved.

current and future
urban and
1 int

investment

SLE

needs

wel @ the

a

any decisions ot

PS1-1

rom

he

water
1T B,
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and
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-GS1

From: bwlolks@@pobox. com

Sent: Sunday, Jarwary 29, 2006 5.02 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Departmer
1416 9th Street

of Water Rescurces
e Floor
Sacramento, CRh 953

e
Dear Mr. Marshall,

no fenae.

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the Scuth Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIRSS.

the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientiats suspect several

most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the causes of the delta fish
decline -- including water diversions -- are investigated and fully resclwved.

ent and fu

urban and

long to meet lte cu

Californla does not need to inc 1
2 that increased investments
B

needs. The astate's own water plan g
agricultural water use efficiency

(—1-PF-1—

Fand habitat,

1ng L EQm

s f£fish.

irrent levels, ually improves delta water cquali

delta

protes

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declaions or activities
concerning this project.

24025

Thiz proposal should not go forward. Taking actions that worsem the delta situwation makes G511

It makea no sense to move forward with a :.}fG:‘é‘Ct that will divert more fresh water from

factora are responsible for the crash, moat agree that water diveraiona are one of the

ure Water
clamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces

and
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-BS

From: alfaboyT 4@yvahoo,com

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2006 543 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Water Resources

Growth Firstl BS

regponaa

water use efficlency

congider an alternative th

ally improves delta water gual

an0l1a

Callfornia =0U

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-MR

From: matthewromang@gorebels net

Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2008 11:31 AM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department

1416 9th Street - Znd
1

Sacramento, Ch 9581

ater Resgurces

of
E r

W
loo

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

t that will divert more fresh water from
a ing. & scientist L
factors are res a2 that water divers g8 are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the R/S until the causzses of the delta fish
decline == including water diversions ==- are inveatigated and fully reaclved. As a
Pittsburg resident and a person who iz deeply concerned about our enviromnment I firmly
balieve that absolutely no more fresh water should ke taken from this area because people
in other areas are wasteful over-consumers of water who apparently care about nothing or
no one put themselves. I } 1ture of our ire planet and we t do all we

me of all living things. MR-2

It makes no sen
the delt: LY

sh populat

sonslble for the crash,

‘ MR-1

can lmmediately to pr

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

Rd #109
tsburg, Califarnis 94565
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-PR2

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:l:lje-c:t:

p_reca2003@yahoo.com

Tuesday, January 24, 2006 7:20 PM

Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

that water diversiond PR2

South Delta Improvements Program
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8-90
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-MK

From: maquite@@aol com

Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2008 718 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public cos
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

mentsd in response to the South Delta Improvemsnt

Already less than 10% of ocur invaluable wetlands in this country remain. Without these JHK_1

watlands many species cannot reproduce or even survive. As stewards of the Earth, we need
to protect wetlands, not waste and destroy them. We should always be trying not to wasLeI
water, as in a drought, not using it up profligately. MK-2

It makea no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are craghing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please wit w the SDIF DEIR/S unt 1

the cayses of the delta fish
decline == including warer diverszions == are investligated and fully resoclved.

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
needa. The state's own water plan provesa that increased investments in urban and
agricultural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIP DEIRSS =shoul
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

d conslder an alternative that significantly reduces

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

TEam AVE.,
Horthridge, California 91343

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-91
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-TK1

From:
Sent:
Ta

Su:hject:

tarakarmath@verizon, ret

Thursday, January 26, 2006 2:20 PM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-92
Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-LP1

From: noelp? 1 @earthlink. net

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2006 5:01 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public cos
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

mentsd in response to the South Delta Improvemsnt

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most ea that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS untll the causes of the delta fish

decline == including water diversions ==- are inveatigated and fully reaoclwved.

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
neads., The state's own water plan proves that increased investments in urban and
ageleultural water use efficlency and reclamatlion can meet our nesds well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS should conslder an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

Plesase gi
i

a fair chance at sur: ing the ravages

of the desec re foolishly call OUR ™needs.™ If we are| P44
the "superior b ga™ that we claim to be, we should be intelligent enough to devise

methods that do not put nature and its creatures in peril for our "needs.®

CESATUEE

parpetrated upon

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

California 20077

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-93
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-TK2

From: Teresa? 887 @aol com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 5:57 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. Faul Marshall

all.

Froject (SDIF) DEIR/S.

the delta when delta fish populationa are crashing.
factors are responsible for the crash,
most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF

At the mi m; SDI
delta p g LEam current

protecta fish.

snsider an a

Flease include me on your mailing list to be notified of any
concerning this project.

erely,

Taraza Kruse

882 Cleveland Stree
B3z
Oakland

; California 94808

California Depar tnent of Water Rescurces

1416 9th Street - 2Znd Floor

Sacramento, CH 55%14

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Flease consider this an important isaue for all of us. Our enviocrnment

iz 2o important.
iz the inheirtance for all. Let the investigation take place. Thia will allow a future t I TK24

Thank you for soliciting public comments in response to the South Improvemeant

It makea no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
le zcientista suspect several

most agree that water diversionas are one of the
R/S until the causes of
decline == including water diversions == are investligated and

future water
urkan and

California does not ne =J to increase delta diversions to meet lts
neada. The state's own water plan proves that increased investmenta
agricultural water use aff::le:cy and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

leernative

ntly

ivy and habli

tually improves delta wates

tivitiea

Eish

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-94
Environmental Impact Report
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-CL

From: lishchrs@yahoo. com

Sent: Sunday, February 05, 2006 2:18 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from

the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientists suspect several

factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the

most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS untll the causes of the delta fish

decline == including water diversions ==- are inveatigated and fully reaclved. Even in th

face of scientific uncertainty, the prudent stance is to take cost effective steps to
resgtrict or even completely prohikit any activity that has the potential of causing long L1
term or irreversible harm.

California does not need to lncrease delta diverslions to meet its current and fubture water
needs. The atate's own water plan proves that increased investmenta in urban and
agricultural water use efficilency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
1%

delta pumping from current levels, ally improves delta water ou ty and habitat, and
protects fish. A cholce to do nothling in response to the mounting evidence is actually a
cholee to continue and even accelerate the reckless environmental destruction that is
l_"fl':'&ll'.il'lg the catastrophe at hand.

tA thing i= right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the
biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise.? -- Aldo Lecpold; The Conservation
Ethic

Thank you for your conslderation of my comments.

Sincercely;

Cheistopher Lish
PO Box 113
Olema, California 94950

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-95
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-SL2

From: Iuvawildife@redjelhfish net

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2006 3.01 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public cos
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

in response to the South Delta Improvement

Flease use common sense and compassion for our fellow living beings in your decision
making. We humans MUST stop believing that everything on Earth is simply here for our use
and abuse = we share thls planet with others, and Earth's ecosystems have functioned
beautlifully for thousanda of years. Howewver, those functions are constantly being ruined
and set off-balance by greed and poor planning by humans.

It makes no sensge to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientists suspect several
factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that water diversions are one of the
most slgnificant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS untll the causes of the delta fish
decline == including warter diversions == are inveastigated and fully resoclved.

needs
ageiec

The state's own water plan proves that increased investmentsa in urban and

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIRSS should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water qualicy and habitat, and
protecta fiah.

Please include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,

Sherry Lizardo
1396 E. Kern
Tulare, California 93274

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water

ural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

sL2-1

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-CM

From:
Sent:

hle-c:t

To
Sul

cmans12232442 @y ahoo. com

Wednesday, January 25, 2006 9:56 AM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvernent Project DEIR/S

CM-

South Delta Improvements Program

Final Environmental Impact Statement/

Environmental Impact Report

December 2006

8-97
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-DB3

From: diteck@northcoast. com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 551 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. Faul Marshall
California Department of
1416 9th Street - 2nd E
Sacramento, CRh 958314

Water Fescurces
"loor
Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta on this project.

This project iz bad at both ends. At the north end, it will deprive the Klamath-Trinit
Ri syatem of greatly needed cold, fresh water for the already disastercusly impacted DB3-1

At the aouth end, it will divert more fresh water from the delta when delta fish
populations are crashing. While sclentiata suspect aeweral factora are responsible for the
crasgh, moat agree that water diveraions are one of the most significant.

FPlease withdraw the SDIF DE
water diversions=-are studied and

conslider Trinity Riwver chinook salmon, the primary c
the Klamath=Trinity syatem.

IR/S until the causes of the delta fish decline--including
1lly resolved. An project should speclfically

nerclal and recreaticonal species of] DB3-2

California does not need to increase delta diversions to meet its current and future water
neada state's own water plan proves that increased investments in urban and

agreic water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our néeds well into the future.

ignificantly reduces

ty and habitat, and

At the minimum, the SDIP DEIR/S should conszlder an alternative that
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water qu
protecta fiah.

Please include me on your mailing list to be notified of any decisions or activities

concerning this project.

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-98
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-TA2

From: thomasaldridgeds1 12 @yahoo. com

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2006 3.55 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street - Znd Floor

Sacramento, CRh 958314

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (5DIF) DEIR/S. It make2 no sense to increase the water diversions of the
delta.Business as usual iz leading the delta to a monumental disaster.Its time to atart

pretext of helping the delta.SHAME!!!! It makes no sense to move forward with a project
that will divert more fresh water fr the delta when delta fish populations are crashing
While scientists suspect several factors are responsible for the crash, most agree that
water diveraions are one of the moat significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until

fully resclved.

California does not need to increase delta diversi i

neads. The state’s own water plan proves that increased investments in urban and

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and

perotects fish.
Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declslons or activitclies
concerning thisz project.

Sincerely,

thomas aldridge

296 8 13 st

gan jose, California 95112

protecting the delta and stop this relentless bleeding her to death under with the stupidoansq

the causes of the delta fish decline =-- including water diversicna -- are investigated and

LONS Lo mest i':..'"‘ current and future wWateg

agrlcultural water use efficlency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
and the California Department of Water Resources

Form Letter Comments

3-DB4

dbug@callatg com

Wednesday, January 25, 2006 10:28 AM
Marshall, Paul

Fe: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Faul Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
1416 9th Street 2nd Floor
14

Sacramento, CR

D £

Mr. Marshall;

pubkli to

Thank you for soliciting
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

comments

in responae

a small
5 will

and
Thi

ha a concerned sport
the California Del

naTI business owner,

my hokl

am very
my liwvl

nd

of

move £ ard with a £ that wil rert more fresh water
fish populations are crashing. while ntists suspect severa
for the crash, most agree that water diversiona are one of the
withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the causes of the delta fis

diversicons -- are invesatigated and fully resolved.

California does not ne to increase delta dive NS Lo mest
neads. The state’s own water plan proves that increased

agrlicultural water efficlency and reclamatlon can meet our

the SDIF DEIR/S should conzider an alternative

At the minimum,

perotects fish.

F mailing

lease include me on youl
concerning thisz project.

noecely,

Brutocao

1662

Sebastopol, California 95473

the South

investments

delta pumping from current levels, actually improvea delta water guality and habitat, and

lizt vo be notified of any declslons or activitlies

Delta Inprovemsant

erned about the health
; ) DB4-1

il . It makes no sense to
from the delta when delta

le
Flease

factora are responsi
most aignificant.

and future wWwater

les current
in urban and
well into the future.

needs

that aignificantly reduces

South Delta Improvements Program
Final Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report

8-100
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments

and the California Department of Water Resources

3-CB

From: geochick123@yahoo.com

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 517 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall

California Department

1416 9th Street - Znd
1

Sacramento, Ch 9581

ater Resgurces

of
E r

W
loo

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

ierstanding that the depar
27%. It make

It i3 my un

from the

ent is planning to increase pumping of
ot to move forward with a p

ra fish

ot that w

delta wher

are cra

mo2t agree

mare fresh water frof o j
suspect several factors are respon for the
are one of the most significant. Flease withdraw the SDIF DEIRSS until the cauwsea of the
dalta fish decline == including water diversgions =-- are investigated and fully reaclwved.

hat water diver

that i

neads. The increased investmer

California does not need te increase delta diversions to meet its o
stat . 4 -

oWn wWater plan

agele

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces
delta pumping from current levels, actually improves delta water quality and habitat, and
protecta fish.

O be notil

lease include me on your mailing 1i of any decisionsz or activitcies

concerning thiz project.

Sincerely,

Cheis Bucklin
P.0O. Box 92068

Fasadena, California 9110%

|‘:.|'|'_|. While = iats

water

a'a 3 A !
ltural water use efficiency and reclamation can meet our needs well into the future.
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

3-GD

From: galendavis@@gmail com

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2005 1.44 PM

To: Marshall, Paul

Subject: Re: South Delta Improvement Project DEIR/S

Mr. PFaul Marshall
California Departmer
1416 9th Street

of Water Rescurces
e Floor
Sacramento, CRh 953

I

Dear Mr. Marshall,

Thank you for soliciting public commenta in response to the South Delta Improvement
Project (SDIF) DEIR/S.

Water and the ecosystems it supports are not to be taken lightly. We need to think | GD-1

creativly and sustainably.

It makes no sense to move forward with a project that will divert more fresh water from
the delta when delta fish populations are crashing. While scientiats suspect several
factora are responsible for the crash, moat agree that water diveraiona are one of the
most significant. Please withdraw the SDIF DEIR/S until the causes of the delta fish
decline -- including water diversions -- are investigated and fully resclwved.

1 lonz to meet lts current and future water
2 that increased investments urban and
B

clamation can meet our needs well into the future.

Californla does not need to inc
needs. The astate's own water plan g
agricultural water use efficiency

(—1-PF-1—

At the minimum, the SDIF DEIR/S should consider an alternative that significantly reduces

delta ing from current levels, ually improves delta water quality and habitat, and

=
peotects fish.

Flease include me on your malling list to be notified of any declaions or activities
concerning this project.

Sincerely,
Galen Davia
315% Jordan

Oakland, Cal

ifornia 94602

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
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